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WIAT'S  GOING  ON  IN  CONGRESS 

By  a  vote  of  290-108,  the  House  on  April  15  passed  nine  months  draft  extension,  exenq^- 
tihg  18  and  19  year  olds  and  those  actually  engaged  in  farming,  restricting  service 
of  draftees  to  eighteen  months.  The  bill  proposed  a  holiday  on  inductions  by  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  for  five  months  until  October  15.  In  a  separate  Bill  the  House  provided 
for  a  ^32,000,000  pay  increase  for  the  Array. 

The  Senate  is  being  urged  by  the  Administration  to  s\:^port  the  Senate  version  calling 
for  one  year's  draft  extension  wi.th  moderate  pay  raise  to  spur  enlistments  but  with¬ 
out  draft  holiday  and  without  exemption  of  18-19  year  olds. 

British  Loan  is  under  discussion  in  the  Senate,  and  if  passed,  then  it  goes  to  the 
House  for  hearings. 

Scientists  and  public  opinion  obtain  atomic  energy  control  bill  with  large  measure  of 
civilian  control. 

No  amnesty  has  been  declared  yet  for  conscientious  objectors  imprisoned  under  Selec¬ 
tive  Training  and  Service  Act. 

Hearings  have  been  con^ileted  in  the  Senate  subcommittee  on  the  bill  to  place  people 
from  India  on  a  quota  basis. 

SOME  THINGS  YOU  CAN  DO 

SENATORS  —  Telegraph  or  write  asking  them  to  vote  against  draft  extension,  and  if  the 
draft  is  extended,  to  exempt  the  18  and  19  year  olds. 

SENATORS  AND  YOUR  CONGRESSMAN  —  Favor  the  Loan  to  Britain  as  one  step  toward  economic 
recovery  and  stability. 

S\ipport  civilian  control  of  atomic  energy. 

Ask  them  to  write  the  President  and  the  Attorney-General  requesting  amnesty 
for  c.o.'s  as  explained  in  the  enclosed  leaflet. 

Encourage  continuation  of  adequate  powers  for  setting  aside  at  the  source 
of  food  for  relieX« 

YOUR  CONGRESSMAN  —  Encourage  him  if  he  voted  against  draft  extension.  Urge  members  of 
the  House  to  retain  the  draft  limitations  on  18  and  19  year  olds  fhen  draft 
extension  comes  back  to  the  House  after  Senate  action. 

PRESIDENT  HARRY  S.  TRUMAN,  The  White  House,  and  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  TOM  CLARK,  Department 
of  Justice,  Washington,  D.  C.  —  Ask  for  amnesty  for  conscientious  ob¬ 
jectors  who  were  li^risoned  under  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act 
and  the  restoration  of  their  full  civil  rights. 
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SENATE  TO  TAKE  UP  DRAFT  EXTENSION  SOON 

The  Senate  will  take  in  a  few  days  —  perhaps  even  before  this  Letter  reaches  you  ~ 
the  bill  reported  out  of  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  CcMnnittee  calling  for  a  year's  ex~ 
tension  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  and  providing  for  some  increase  in  pay. 
Senator  Edwin  C.  Johnson  of  Colorado  has  called  for  extension  only  until  July  1,  19U6. 

The  bill  idiich  passed  the  House  April  15  by  a  vote  of  290-106  provided  for  a  nine  months 
extension,  exeiopted  18  and  19  year  olds  and  those  actively  engaged  in  farming,  restricted 
service  of  draftees  to  eighteen  months,  and  prc^osed  a  holiday  on  inductions  until  October 

15. 

We  are  sorry  there  is  not  space  to  review  in  detail  the  developments  during  the  last  three 
weeks  —  executive  sessions  of  the  two  Military  Affairs  CaogDlttees  addressed  by  State  and 
War  Department  officials,  a  determined  drive  by  the  military  to  report  out  a  year's  ex¬ 
tension  without  opposition  hearings,  the  efforts  we  and  other  organizations  made  for  open 
hearings,  then  the  testimony  given  by  church,  labor,  farm  and  other  groups,  the  conflict¬ 
ing  arguments  over  figures  and  quotas,  the  confused  voting  in  the  House  Committee,  and  the 
vigorous  debate  in  the  House  with  the  charges  and  counter  charges  of  "politics." 

If  the  draft  is  to  be  stopped,  or  even  if  the  limitations  put  upon  it  by  the  House  are  to 
be  retained,  the  Senate  must  be  convinced  that  the  people  do  not  want  the  continiiance  of 
peacetime  conscription.  Time  Magazine  revealed  last  week  that  among  the  surplus  property 
to  be  guarded  abroad  were  500,(XX)  cases  of  beer  on  Saipan,  One  Congressman  asked  in  the 
debate  why  the  17,000  surplus  trucks  on  one  Pacific  Island  weren’t  brought  home  and  made 
available  to  needy  users  here.  The  War  Department  has  argued  that  extension  of  the  draft 
was  required  to  carry  out  our  occiq)ation  commitments  abroad,  to  guard  surplus  property, to 
replace  fathers  and  veterans  of  long  service,  and  to  play  our  part  in  backing  \xp  the 
United  Nations • 

F  C  N  L  Asks  For  Draft  Termination 

"This  is  no  time  to  offer  a  war-devastated  world  more  men  with  more  g\ms  instead  of  more 
bread  with  more  butter,"  declared  Raymond  Wilson  in  his  testimony  for  the  Friends  Com¬ 
mittee  on  National  Legislation  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee  on  April  U, 
19U6,  in  which  he  asked  that  the  draft  be  stopped  May  l5. 

"This  Militarj’^  Affairs  Committee,"  he  said  in  concluding  his  presentation,"  is  the  Com¬ 
mittee  designated  to  arbitrate  between  the  inflated  demands  of  the  military  and  the 
general  welfare  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  world,  to  resolve  the  often-conflicting 
claims  of  power  and  responsibility,  and  to  protect  the  people  from  the  betrayal  or  the 
abuse  of  their  liberties.  We  rest  our  case  on  a  conviction  that  we  believe  is  shared  by 
virtually  every  member  of  this  Committee,  deep  down  in  their  hearts  -  That  the  continu¬ 
ance  of  military  conscription  is  not  the  kind  of  leadership  our  country  ought  to  offer  ^o 
a  dying  world  in  the  second  ^ar  after  the  close  of  militai^  hostilities.  Hinds  across 
the  sea  yes  but  hands  with  food  and  clothes  and  materials  for  reconstruction, 
medicines  for  the  prevention  of  epidemics  and  disease,  books  to  replace  libraries  that 
have  been  btimed  —  not  hands  with  rifles,  empty  of  material  help  to  our  distraught 
fellowmen.  .  .  , 

"COT5)etition  in  armaments  has  never  preserved  the  peace  of  the  world  for  any  length  of 
time,  and  never  will.  Only  as  we  press  with  unrelenting  vigor  for  a  democratic  world 
government,  for  universal  disarmament  of  national  armies  and  navies,  and  for  mutual 
sharing  and  utilization  of  the  world's  resources  for  all  of  God's  children  can  we  enhance 
our  real  security  and  build  for  a  sure  future.  We  call  upon  Congress  to  lead  us  more 
resolutely  in  that  direction," 
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Printed  copies  of  the  Senate  hearings  on  draft  extension  can  be  secured  by  Triting 
to  the  Senate  Comndttee  on  Military  Affairs,  ttie  Capitol,  Washington,  D.C,,  or  to 
one  of  your  Senators,  For  the  House  hearings,  iirite  to  your  Congressman  or  to  the 
House  Committee  on  Military  Afi^airs,  New  House  Office  Building,  Washington,  D,  C, 
Copies  of  the  two  volume  hearings  on  compulsory  military  training  in  November, 
December,  and  t’ebruary  can  be  secured  from  your  Congressman  or  the  House  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 


FOOD 

Chester  C,  Davis,  executive  chairman  of  the  Famine  Emergency  Committee,  has  revealed  that 
the  United  States  is  313,000  tons  behind  its  scheduled  quota  of  food  shipments  to  famine 
areas.  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Clinton  P,  Anderson  indicated  today  that  the  U.  S,  has 
promised  General  MacArthur  monthly  shipments  of  150,000  tons  of  wheat  or  grain  for  the 
Japanese  people  during  April,  May  and  June.  About  110,000  tons  were  sent  during  the  first 
three  months  of  19li6,  While  the  next  three  months  are  extremely  critical  in  total  needs 
abroad,  more  and  more  concern  is  being  expressed  about  undertaking  energetic  plans  for 
relieving  distress  next  winter  and  spring  as  well. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  remains  the  official  with  the  most  power  and  the  most  respon¬ 
sibility,  He  and  his  associates  shoxild  continue  to  have  adequate  power  and  use  it  for  set 
aside  at  the  producer  or  processor  level.  Congress  has  had  extreme  pressure  by  the  food 
and  Average  industry  against  the  25^  requisition  of  wheat  at  terminals  for  shipment 
abroad,  the  reduction  of  allocations  for  millers,  brewers  and  processors.  Secretary 
Anderson  had  UO  telephone  calls  from  Congressmen  protesting  the  ciortailment  of  the  brewers 
and  distillers  iriio  had  asked  members  of  Congress  to  protest  by  telephone.  Senator  James  E. 
Murray  has  been  conducting  hearings  before  the  Small  Business  Committee  at  which  private 
business  groups  have  been  opposing  measures  taken  to  allocate  food  for  relief  purposes. 

Mrs.  Emily  Taft  Douglas  has  introduced  H.  Con,  Res.  lUO  calling  for  the  resunption  of 
rationing.  Consumer  rationing  is  designed  to  distribute  the  remainder  equitably  in  the 
U.  S.  and  is  not  primarily  e:^ected  to  increase  the  amount  of  wheat  and  other  food  avail¬ 
able  for  shipment  abroad.  Officials  estimate  it  would  take  four  to  five  months  to  resume 
food  rationing.  The  Foreign  Missions  Conference  on  March  29  urged  the  government  to 
remove  from  the  domestic  market  the  greatest  possible  volume  to  meet  the  desperate 
situation  in  other  lands.  Further  they  declared, 

•^e  therefore  urge  the  United  States  government  to  take  immediate  steps  to  re¬ 
institute  such  a  rationing  program  as  would  assiare  the  minimum  supplies  for  our 
share  of  the  quantities  and  kinds  of  food  required  overseas  for  the  next  year," 

Action  should  be  taken  soon  in  Congress  on  the  remaining  $6CX),0C)0,0CX)  appropriations  for 
UNRRA  for  this  year’s  operations. 


CONTROL  OF  ATOMIC  ENERGY 

That  public  opinion  does  count  mightily  in  Congress  at  times  is  evidenced  by  the  recent 
reversal  of  action  in  the  McMahon  Senate  Committee  on  Control  of  Atomic  Energy,  The  Com¬ 
mittee  is  now  about  to  report  out  a  bill  giving  a  large  measure  of  civilian  control.  Some 
time  ago  the  Committee  voted  10  to  1  against  the  chairman  in  favor  of  certain  amendments 
sponsored  by  Senator  Vandenberg  Kdiich  would  have  given  the  military  substantial  control 
over  atomic  energj’^. 

Twenty  national  organizations,  including  the  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation, 
addressed  a  letter  to  Senator  Brien  McMahon  asking  that  hearings  be  re-opened  and  the 
question  be  given  further  consideration  and  study.  It  is  reported  that  more  than  20,000 
letters  were  sent  to  the  Committee  opposing  military  control  of  atomic  energy. 
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You  will  find  ^^One  World  Or  None,”  published  March  18,  19U6  by  McGraw-Hill  ($1.00)  a 
yigorous  analysis  of  the  problems  created  by  the  atomic  bomb*  Seventeen  writers  including 
the  scientists  Albert  Einstein,  Harold  Urey,  Louis  Ridenour,  and  others  insist  there  is  no 
defense  against  the  atomic  bomb  except  the  complete  abolition  of  war  and  of  armament  races.' 
Harold  Urey  concludes  his  chapter,  "How  Does  It  All  Add  Up?"  by  saying,  "It  all  adds  up  to 
the  most  dangerous  situation  that  humanity  has  ever  faced  in  all  history." 

The  State  Department  has  issued  "A  Report  on  the  International  Control  of  Atomic  Eneri^" 
(State  Department  Publication  2U98,  Government  Printing  Office,  20  cents  in  coin)  on 
behalf  of  a  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  with  Dean  Acheson  as  Chairman*  This  rather  tech¬ 
nical  publication  is  probably  the  most  important  document  issued  to  date  on  international 
atomic  energy  control,  and  should  furnish  a  valuable  basis  for  drafting  international 
provisions  under  the  United  Nations,  and  also  in  shaping  domestic  legislation  to  implement 
international  control. 

IMMIGRATION  QUOTA  FOR  INDIA 

Some  tine  ago  the  House  of  Representatives  passed  a  bill  to  admit  people  from  India  on  a 
quota  basis  similar  to  other  countries*  A  subcommittee  under  the  chairmanship  of  Senator 
J*  William  Fulbright  conducted  hearings  April  1$  and  is  e^qpected  to  report  to  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Immigration  soon. 

The  Gossett  Bill  (H.  R*  3663)  which  would  cut  present  immigration  quotas  in  half  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  die  in  committee  after  several  days  of  hearings  developed  considerable  opposition 
to  further  curtailing  of  America's  responsibility  in  serving  as  an  asylum  for  some  of  the 
world's  distressed  and  persecuted  peoples* 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION 

In  addition  to  the  Newsletter,  there  have  been  mailed  to  you  in  recent  weeks  for  your  in¬ 
formation,  as  part  of  the  services  rendered  by  the  Friends  Committee,  the  following  : 

(1)  A  report  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  on  the  National  Health  Act  of 

19U5  (S.  1606),  on  which  hearings  are  now  in  progress  in  the  Senate  Committee.  Will  you 

send  us  your  comments  on  this  report? 

(2)  Testimony  of  J.  Henry  Scattergood  against  compulsory  military  training  before  the 
House  Military  Affairs  Committee  as  read  into  the  Congressional  Record  by  Congressman 
Philip  J.  Philbin. 

(3)  Speech  by  Senator  Millard  E.  Tydings,  "A  Plea  for  World  Disarmament,"  s\q)porting  his 
resolution,  S.  Res.  219* 

(U)  Speech  by  Senator  Kenneth  S.  Wherry  of  Nebraska  on  the  food  situation  in  Germany. 

YOUR  OPPORTUNITY  AND  OUR  NEEDS 

The  budget  of  the  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
ending  October  31»  19U6  is  $2U,620  of  which  about  $10,000  remains  to  be  raised.  If  you 
have  not  already  contributed,  will  you  not  give  as  generously  as  you  can  to?rard  the  Com¬ 
mittee's  efforts  for  securing  adequate  world  government,  opposing  military  conscription  and 
regimentation,  seeking  racial  justice,  and  preserving  basic  human  liberties? 
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EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 


OP 

HON.  PHILIP  J.  PHILBIN 


Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  I  include  the  following  testimony  by 
an  outstanding  businessman  and  pub¬ 
licist,  J.  Henry  Scattergood,  before  the 
House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  on 
November  30,  1945,  opposing  the  peace¬ 
time  draft  and  calling  for  energetic 
moral  and  political  leadership  now  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States  toward 
strengthening  the  United  Nations  and 
other  agencies  of  peaceful  international 
cooperation: 

I  am  here  to  speak  for  the  Friends’  Com¬ 
mittee  bn  National  Legislation,  but  I  feel 
that  I  speak  for  great  numbers  of  people  of 
all  faiths  everywhere  who  still  believe  in  the 
nonmilitary  pattern  of  American  life  that 
has  prevailed  for  160  years  of  o\ir  history  and 
who  are  opposed  to  peacetime  conscription 
and  a  permanently  enlarged  military  estab¬ 
lishment  for  such  reasons  as  these: 

1.  Because  they  want  our  country  to  have 
real  security  through  the  prevention  of  war, 
not  the  false  security  of  an  armament  race 
headed  straight  for  a  third  world  war. 

2.  Because  they  are  not  convinced  that 
from  a  military  viewpoint  conscription  is  a 
sound  policy. 

3.  Because  they  feel  that  the  enormous  an¬ 
nual  cost  of  a  great  permanent  military 
establishment  wUl  threaten  our  whole  Amer¬ 
ican  economic  and  financial  system. 

4.  Because  they  do  not  want  to  have  the 
military  services  become  a  predominant  in- 
Quence  in  our  Government  and  political  life. 

6.  Because  they  want  our  boys  and  young 
men  trained  to  be  upstanding  citizens  who 
think  for  themselves  in  terms  of  den\ocracy, 
self-discipline,  liberty,  peace,  and  world 
brotherhood,  not  trained  to  be  units  in  a 
military  machine  who  think  in  terms  of  au- 
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thoritarian  discipline,  war,  fears,  and  dis¬ 
trust  of  other  nations. 

6.  Because  they  believe  real  security  can 
be  attained  by  a  positive,  courageous  pol¬ 
icy  of  developing  the  United  Nations  Or¬ 
ganization  and  World-Wide  reduction  of  ra¬ 
tional  armaments  by  international  agree¬ 
ment. 

7.  Because  they  believe  that  the  way  of 
cooperation  and  mutual  service  between  na¬ 
tions  will  pay  better  dividends  in  security 
and  welfare  than  great  national  competi¬ 
tive  armaments  and  perpetuation  of  a  sys¬ 
tem  of  power  based  on  suspicion. 

I  need  not  review  for  this  committee  the 
well-known  views  of  the  Society  of  Friends — 
that  war  is  utterly  incompatible  with  the 
^harr  jtei  and  teachings  of  Christ.  All  Chris¬ 
tians  are  against  war;  the  Friends  and  other 
pacifist  denominations  have  carried  their 
opposition  further.  Their  love  of  our  country 
is  as  great,  and  their  desire  to  serve  is  as 
strong,  but  it  has  taken  the  direction  of 
relief  of  suffering  caused  by  the  war,  health, 
and  other  civilian  projects.  Congress  has 
recognlcd  the  law  of  conscience  and  gen¬ 
erously  provided  ways  of  service  other  than 
in  the  armed  forces. 

While  I  represent  the  Friends  committee, 
nevertheless,  instead  of  stressing  the  Friends’ 
view  alone  I  would  like  to  speak  as  a  business¬ 
man  and  representative  of  typical  citizens 
who  are  deeply  interested  in  the  trend  of 
world  events. 

PREVENTION  OF  WAR  IS  MAIN  ISSUE 

We  are  not  unmindful  that  General 
Marshall,  General  Eisenhower,  Admiral  King, 
and  our  other  great  military  and  naval  lead¬ 
ers  are  vigorously  urging  conscription  as  nec¬ 
essary  for  our  security,  and  we  recognize  that 
they  are  entitled  to  be  heard  with  the  great¬ 
est  respect.  They  are  doing  their  duty  as 
men  responsible  for  military  policy,  and  they 
know  much  more  about  this  than  any  of  the 
rest  of  us.  But  that  does  not  mean  that  their 
conclusions  about  conscription  are  neces¬ 
sarily  right  when  all  aspects  of  national  inter¬ 
est  and  policy  are  taken  into  account.  ’These 
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gentlemen  speak  as  military  experts,  ^ut 
primarily  as  military  experts.  It  is  their  duty 
to  look  forward  to  the  possibility  of  war,  and 
to  tell  you  and  all  of  us  how  to  be  prepared 
for  war  if  war  comes.  It  has  become  clear, 
however,  that  this  is  not  the  main  issue — 
that  if  war  comes  there  is  not  going  to  be  any 
real  security  for  anyone.  The  main  issue  is 
what  President  Truman  and  Prime  Ministers 
Attlee  and  Mackenzie  King  recently  said  it 
was — the  prevention  of  war.  This  is  a  prob¬ 
lem  beyond  the  field  or  our  military  leaders. 
This  is  a  problem  which  you  gentlemen  of 
Congress  have  to  deal  with  and  solve — not  as 
military  experts,  but  as  statesmen. 

The  atomic  bomb  has  awakened  us  to  an 
awareness  of  an  unparalleled  crisis  in  the 
world.  There  is  a  new  kind  of  fear  through¬ 
out  the  nations.  The  most  awful  war  of 
history  has  Just  been  fought  and  won;  the 
aggressor  nations  of  Germany  and  Japan  have 
been  laid  low;  and  yet  we  are  passing  through 
a  trough  of  cynicism  and  of  doubt  in  human 
nature  and  human  destiny,  intensified  by  the 
unknown  terrors  of  atomic  energy.  There 
seem  to  be  many  who  think  that  the  best  the 
world  can  hope  for  is  a  precarious  peace  based 
on  overwhelming  force — ^lasting  perhaps  15  or 
20  years.  What  everybody  wants,  of  course, 
is  lasting  security. 

There  are  two  alternative  proposals  to  ob¬ 
tain  this:  (1)  the  old  preparedness  way;  (2) 
the  new  world  organization  with  its  planned 
collective  security.  Both  ways  are  in  side- 
by-side  existence  today,  and  the  policy  must 
actually  be  settled  as  to  which  is  to  prevail. 
The  United  States  is  the  strongest  nation  of 
all,  and  is  in  the  responsible  position  of  hav¬ 
ing  to  lead  the  world.  It  has  the  responsibil¬ 
ity,  too,  of  the  knowledge  of  the  bomb.  The 
course  our  Nation  follows  Is  altogether  likely 
to  fix  the  future  of  mankind. 

PEACETIME  CONSCaiFTION  WOmj)  STIMULATE 
ARBCAMENT  RACE 

The  old  military  preparedness  way  is  based 
on  the  theory  that  each  nation  must  be 
stronger  than  any  other,  either  in  its  cwn 
strength  alone  or  with  others  to  give  it  the 
advantage  in  the  balance  of  power.  We  know 
by  bitter  experience  of  the  two  world  wars 
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that  this  theory  has  not  worked.  We  know 
that  through  the  centuries  it  has  started 
more  wars  than  it  has  stopped;  we  know  that 
it  leads  again,  as  in  the  past,  to  a  new  arma¬ 
ment  race,  and  that  it  is  based  on  a  psychol¬ 
ogy  of  war.  that  instead  of  there  being  safety 
in  this  policy  of  military  preparedness,  there 
is  almost  certain  danger  of  a  third  world 
war.  Yet,  here  we  are  today,  already  pro¬ 
posing  various  steps  again  in  the  military 
race.  As  Senator  Fulbright  said  the  other 
day,  “We  propose  large  armed  forces  by  con¬ 
scription;  we  demand  exclusive  bases  in  the 
Pacific,  we  Insist  upon  our  right  to  participate 
in  the  affairs  of  eastern  Elurope,  and  we  keep 
the  atomic  bomb  to  ourselves  under  the 
guise  of  a  self-apppinted  sacred  trusteeship. 
At  the  same  time  we  deplore  militarism;  we 
object  to  Russia’s  demand  for  bases  in  the 
Mediterranean  and  the  Dardanelles,  we  re¬ 
fuse  her  reijuest  to  participate  on  an  equal 
basis  in  the  affairs  of  Japan.  We  complain 
of  her  actions  in  the  Balkans,  and  we  would 
oppose  any  mention  of  the  Panama  Canal. 
This  situation  seems  to  point  to  a  lack  of 
guiding  principles  and  convictions  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States."  All  these  steps, 
both  of  ourselves  and  of  Russia,  however,  are 
based  on  individual  national  preparedness, 

UNITED  NATIONS  ORGANIZATION  MUST  BE  MADE 
TO  WORK 

The  second  alternative  to  obtain  security  is 
the  newly  formed  United  Nations  Organiza¬ 
tion.  We  can  rejoice  that  all  the  great  allies 
in  the  war  Joined  in  its  formation  and  are 
members.  In  opening  the  San  Francisco 
Conference  President  Truman  said,  “We 
stand  in  the  midst  of  the  vast  ruins  of  the 
most  terrible  war  in  history.  We  must  pre¬ 
vent — if  human  mind,  heart,  and  hope  can 
prevent  it — ^the  repetition  of  the  disaster 
from  which  the  entire  world  will  suffer  for 
years  to  come.  But  here  and  now,  at  San 
Francisco,  the  work  must  begin  with  the  set¬ 
ting  of  the  essential  organization  which  is  to 
keep  the  peace  when  it  is  won.  Our  sole  task 
is  to  create  the  structure.  We  must  provide 
the  machinery  which  will  make  future  peace 
not  only  possible  but  certain.  We  hold  a 
powerful  mandate  from  the  people.”  This  in- 
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tematlonal  organization — the  TJKO — must 
make  effective  a  system  of  law  and  Justice 
between  nations.  We  must  work  toward  the 
transfer  of  military  power  of  individual  na< 
tions  to  the  international  organization,  so 
that  the  power  may  be  used  collectively  in 
support  of  law  and  Justice.  Through  it,  also, 
must  be  developed  economic  policies  for  the 
well-being  of  all  peoples.  Standards  and  at¬ 
titudes  must  be  built  up  to  form  the  foun¬ 
dation  of  an  ordered  and  iieaceful  interna¬ 
tional  community.  This  way  is  based  on  the 
psychology  of  peace. 

These  are  long-range  goals,  but  they  give 
us  otir  directions.  The  international  organi¬ 
zation  set  up  at  San  Francisco  is  admittedly 
only  a  beginning.  Improvements  are  already 
being  suggested  in  England  and  in  the 
United  States  as  to  limiting  the  veto  power 
of  the  cotmcil  nations.  But  imperfect  as  it  is, 
the  UNO  offers  the  nations  the  possibility  of 
developing  it  into  an  instrument  of  progress 
along  these  lines,  if  they  have  the  will  and 
the  wisdom  to  do  it.  There  is  no  other  prac¬ 
tical  possibility  in  eight.  So  the  choice  lies 
between  taking  the  San  Francisco  organiza¬ 
tion  and  gradually  developing  it  into  an 
instriunent  for  law,  Justice,  security,  and  eco¬ 
nomic  well-being,  or  sinking  back  into  the 
old  struggle  for  national  power,  and  its  ap¬ 
parently  inevitable  consequence — war. 

This  making  the  UNO  a  success  should  be 
the  preponderant  piupose  of  humanity.  If 
there  ever  was  a  “must,”  this  is  it.  And  all 
all  the  more  so  now  with  the  revelations  of 
atomic  energy. 

I  was  at  the  recent  meetings  in  Philadel¬ 
phia  of  the  American  Phllc^phical  Society, 
of  which  I  am  privileged  to  be  a  member. 
We  were  addressed  by  some  of  the  scientists 
who  had  worked  on  the  atomic  bomb.  They 
all  said  there  is  no  defense  except  in  strength¬ 
ening  the  world  organization  for  peace;  that 
if  the  atomic  bombs  are  used  again  in  war. 
the  soldier  in  the  army  will  be  safer  than 
the  wives  and  children  in  the  city.  They 
said  that  every  sane  person  must  be  con¬ 
cerned  with  this  fate;  that  we  simply  can¬ 
not  afford  to  be  without  world  government. 
One  of  them,  in  the  realm  of  pure  physics, 
likened  the  discovery  of  atomic  physics 
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already  made  to  the  discovery  of  America  by 
Columbus,  that  a  whole  new  continent  of 
discoveries  lies  ahead  leading  in  all  proba¬ 
bility  to  the  solving  of  the  universe  and  of 
creation  Itself. 

Now  what  has  all  this  to  do  with  conscrip¬ 
tion?  Just  this:  We  are  in  an  intervening 
period  now.  We  are  all  sick  and  tired  of  war 
but  fear  leads  tbs  world  to  continue  the 
old  attempts  at  safety  through  old-fashioned 
military  preparedness,  while  at  the  same  time 
creating  the  new  world  organization.  As  I 
said  before,  both  exist  side  by  side,  and  all  the 
great  nations  participate  in  both.  But  the 
world  hopes  for  the  UNO  development  from 
stage  to  stage.  The  first  step  will  probably 
be  supervision  and  regulation  of  the  arma¬ 
ments  retained.  This  received  approval  by 
Russia,  France,  and  United  States  in  the  last 
disarmament  conference.  Perhaps  later  will 
come  the  pari  passu  reduction  of  individual 
nations’  armaments  and  the  transfer  of  parts 
to  the  UNO;  then  may  follow  the  interna¬ 
tional  law  to  hold  liable  the  individual  law¬ 
breakers  as  criminals,  like  the  criminal  trials 
against  the  Nazi  and  Japanese  leaders  today; 
perhaps  some  day  the  world  government  can 
be  attained,  now  so  eloquently  urged  by 
Justice  Roberts. 

Now  in  this  intervening  period,  while  the 
UIhO  Is  being  brought  to  more  and  more  de¬ 
velopment,  why  Introduce  conscription  in 
peacetime — new  and  im-Amerlcan  as  it  is — 
as  an  addition  to  our  forces  as  they  are? 
We  have  already  a  Navy  as  large  as  all  the 
other  navies  in  the  world  put  together;  we 
have  the  largest  Army  in  peacetime  we  ever 
bad.  Why  Introduce  conscription  now? 
What’s  the  hurry?  We  have  no  present 
threatening  enemy;  Germany  and  Japan  are 
finished  as  aggressors;  it  is  tmthinkable  that 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  will  go 
to  war  against  each  other;  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  said  the  other  day  about  Russia,  that 
Russia  wants  peace  with  the  United  States 
more  than  anything  else.  And  the  United 
States  certainly  wants  peace  with  Rrissia. 

Other  nations  would  Interpret  American 
adoption  of  peacetime  conscription  as  proof 
that  we  don’t  trust  them  and  that  we  expect 
another  war;  that  we  refuse  to  replace  com- 
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peting  conscript  armies  by  democratic  world 
cooperation;  that  really  we  don't  expect  the 
UNO  to  be  successful. 

WE  can’t  move  in  two  directions  at  once 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  really  do  believe 
in  the  UNO  and  are  sincere  in  our  resolve 
to  make  it  work,  let  us  move  in  that  direc¬ 
tion,  and  not  backward  to  the  Old  World 
futile  policy  of  conscription,  which  we  have 
never  had  in  our  history,  and  this  just  at  the 
time  when  all  efforts  should  be  made  in  the 
other  direction.  If  you  want  to  go  In  one 
direction,  you  don’t  make  a  start  in  another, 
as  this  would  be  doing. 

Furthermore,  many  people  have  come  to 
believe  that  In  an  age  of  the  atomic  bomb 
military  training  would  be  obsolete  and  fu¬ 
tile;  that  the  training  of  a  relatively  few 
scientists  would  offer  more  real  security  to¬ 
day  than  the  military  training  of  a  million 
boys  a  year. 

ARGUMENT  THAT  CONSCRIPTION  IS  NEEDED  TO 
SUPPORT  THE  UNITED  NATIONS  IS  SPECIOUS 

It  is  sometimes  argued  that  conscription 
Is  needed  because  we  are  in  the  UNO  and 
must  support  It  by  military  force.  A  mo¬ 
ment’s  thought  makes  it  clear  that  imder 
present  circumstances  the  argument  is 
wholly  specious.  Under  existing  conditions 
there  is  no  expectation  or  possibility  that  the 
UNO  will  be  used  against  any  one  of  the 
Big  Five.  The  veto  provisions  preclude  that. 
Yet  it  is  only  for  measures  against  one  of 
these  great  powers  that  conscription  could 
be  needed. 

Let  us  note  in  passing,  that  if  millions  of 
trained  men  should  ever  again  count  In  the 
future,  we  should  be  fully  cognizant  of  popu¬ 
lation  trends.  Astonishing  information  on 
birth  rates,  death  rates,  and  careful  calcula¬ 
tions  on  manpower  in  future  years  were 
given  by  the  experts  in  population  studies  of 
Princeton  at  a  meeting  of  the  American 
Philosophical  Society  In  Philadelphia  18 
months  ago.  These  studies  were  based  on 
the  population,  male  and  female.  In  1940  and 
showed  the  trends  of  birth  and  death  rates 
to  the  year  1070.  Ihese  showed  that  Ger¬ 
many,  France,  England,  and  the  United 
States  would  have  fewer  men  of  military  age 
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in  1970  than  in  1940,  so  that  they  could  not 
carry  on  a  world  war  like  the  one  just  fin¬ 
ished  basad  on  manpower.  Spain,  Italy,  and 
the  Balkans  will  have  about  the  same  num¬ 
bers  in  1970  as  In  1940;  but  Russia  will  have 
12,000,000  more  men  of  military  age  than 
in  1940. 

Let  us  also  look  further  to  the  Far  East. 
China  has  400,000,000  population;  India  has  , 
375,000,000.  If  these  nations  follow  our 
Western  examples  in  becoming  military  pow¬ 
ers,  what  will  happen?  I  remember  20  years 
ago  bearing  Dr,  Henry  Hodgkin,  an  English 
missionary  to  West  China,  say  how  ehort- 
slghted,  to  say  the  least,  we  Westerness  have 
been  in  teaching  the  Chinese,  that  greatest 
naturally  pacifist  state,  that  the  only  way 
that  they  could  gain  a  place  in  the  sun 
would  be  to  be  able  to  fight  for  it.  The 
Chinese  didn’t  want  to  change — there  the 
soldier  occupied  the  lowest  place  in  the  so¬ 
cial  scale,  but  Dr.  Hodgkin  said  the  Chinese 
would  learn  the  lesson  if  they  found  they 
had  to,  that  they  could  pull  triggers  as  well 
as  a  white  man;  that  they  could  live  on  rice 
where  our  soldiers  want  beefsteak,  that  they 
are  fatalists  and  death  means  little  to  them. 
Where  in  the  long  run  will  we  Westerners 
come  out  if  we  head  into  a  military  clash 
with  these  eastern  peoples?  We  already 
have  bad  one  lesson  with  one  of  them — the 
Japanese,  who  copied  the  worst  part  of  our 
civilization.  To  prevent  such  a  clash  ever 
occurring  with  Russia  or  with  these  eastern 
peoples,  it  is  only  Intelligent  self-interest  on 
our  part  to  make  a  real  working  success  of 
the  world  organization  of  nations  while  we 
have  time.  This  will  provide  other  means  of 
solving  world  problems  than  by  force,  and 
will  set  up  machinery  for  settling  disputes 
by  peaceful  methods. 

WHERE  WILL  THE  MONEY  COME  FROM? 

I  have  not  mentioned  costs  of  conscription. 
Congress  knows  only  too  well  the  pressure  it 
is  under  to  cut  taxes  and  reduce  Government 
expenditures.  The  cost  of  conscription  is 
estimated  at  two  and  one-half  to  three  bil¬ 
lions  annually.  Secretary  Patterson  testified 
before  this  committee  that  the  Army  wants 
500,000  men  in  peacetime,  costing  several 
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billions;  Admiral  King  wants  a  navy  of  500,* 
000  and  58,000  officers;  General  Arnold  wants 
400,000  for  the  air.  On  top  of  these  demands 
for  almost  a  million  and  a  half  men  with 
their  hvige  peacetime  coats,  there  will  also 
be  vast  demands  for  veterans,  social  security, 
medical  care,  \inemployment  Insurance,  and 
all  the  civilian  departments  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  as  well  as  the  huge  debt  service.  The 
country  will  aslr.  where  is  the  money  to  come 
from  lor  all  these,  and  if  conscription,  which 
certainly  is  not  needed  now  and  which  will 
cost  three  billions  new  expenditure,  is  added 
it  would  seem  $20,000,000,000  to  $25,000.- 
000,000  wll  have  to  be  raised.  Businessmen 
can  well  ask  what  chance  there  will  be  for 
balancing  the  budget,  for  reduction  of  the 
largest  debt  ever  Inciirred  by  an  nation  in 
history  Many  will  even  fear  that  the  preser¬ 
vation  of  private  Initiative  will  be  threatened. 
It  will  be  altogether  likely  that  the  unsound 
practice  of  deficit  financing  will  have  to  be 
continued  and  that  some  forms  of  repudia¬ 
tion  will  have  to  be  adopted  such  as  again 
lowering  the  value  of  our  money  standard. 

I  well  remember  being  in  Berlin  and  paying 
a  million  marks  for  a  newspaper.  I  am  in  a 
business  with  a  subsidiary  company  in 
France,  and  we  have  seen  the  French  franc 
go  from  19.3  cents  down  to  2  cents.  We  need 
not  in  this  country  go  all  the  way,  but  we 
will  go  part  way  down  this  route  with  sad 
results  to  us  all,  if  we  do  not  set  our  financial 
house  in  order. 

LET  AMERICA  ADOPT  A  PROGRAM  OP  XXLIXP  AND 
GOOD  WILL 

Friends  have  been  strong  believers  in  the 
power  of  good  will  and  good  deeds  in  inter¬ 
national  affairs.  The  relief  work  done  in 
many  countries  by  the  American  Friends 
Service  Ck>mmittee  bears  testimony  to  this. 
It  was  my  great  privilege  to  have  been  the 
first  Quaker  emissary  to  France  in  1916,  and 
to  have  been  on  the  first  American  Red  Cross 
commission  to  France.  I  was  the  first  chief 
in  France  of  this  Quaker  reconstruction  and 
relief  unit;  also  later  I  was  a  special  Quaker 
commissioner  to  the  Ruhr  at  the  time  of  the 
French  occupation.  I  can  bear  personal  testi¬ 
mony  to  the  power  of  the  child-feeding  work 
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in  Germany.  The  Friends  were  the  dJstrlbu- 
tmrs  In  Germany  of  food  for  children  from  the 
Hoover  relief  organization.  A  million  and  a 
half  children  were  fed  dally  In  all  German 
cities  of  50,000  population  and  upward.  The 
effect  was  unprecedented.  The  hardest- 
hearted  German  father  was  melted  when  his 
undernourished  child  came  back  from  school 
one  day  and  told  him  that  America  had 
brought  the  children  food,  which  they  them¬ 
selves  had  no  way  of  providing.  “If  thine 
enemy  hunger,  feed  him.”  It  works  as  noth¬ 
ing  else  works,  if  we  only  have  the  faith  to 
try  it. 

Let  America  today  go  on  with  the  great 
work  of  UNRRA,  tha  Red  Cross,  the  Quaker 
relief  committees,  and  it  will  be  much  more 
efficacious  toward  our  safety  than  the  institu¬ 
tion  of  conscription. 

Conscription  is  not  the  American  way  to 
educate  youth  for  democratic  citizenship  and 
world  responsibility.  Discipline  is  needed, 
but  discipline  in  a  democracy  must  rest 
fundamentally  on  self-discipline  and  not  co¬ 
ercion.  Training  from  childhood  up  In 
American  ideals  and  privileges  and  duties  is 
the  only  way  to  produce  character  and  a 
sense  of  democratic  responsibility.  This  is 
the  task  of  the  homes,  schools,  and  churches, 
and  cannot  be  done  by  the  Army  In  1  year 
with  18-year-old  boys. 

Furthermore,  as  we  look  at  Germany, 
Japan,  and  other  dictatorships  that  have  used 
military  conscription  to  Indoctrinate  their 
young  men,  we  see  what  it  has  done  to  them. 
It  has  made  them  consider  the  state,  not 
God,  as  supreme;  It  has  taught  them  that 
the  individual  exists  for  the  good  of  the  state, 
not  the  state  for  the  individual.  We  look  to¬ 
day  in  the  Axis  countries  for  those  who  have 
stood  out  against  this  philosophy,  and  upon 
them  we  hope  to  rebuild  democracy  and  free- 
don  on  the  ruins  of  dictatorship.  Why,  then, 
should  we  think  we  can  preserve  our  own 
democracy  by  indoctrinating  our  boys  with 
the  principles  of  dictatorship — for  an  army 
must  always  be  a  dictatorship? 

We  respectfully  submit  that  the  safety  of 
our  country  lies  not  in  any  great  military 
establishment  such  as  peacetime  military 
conscription  would  be.  George  Washington. 


In  bis  Farewell  Address,  warned  us  not  against 
a  large  standing  army  as  some  would  have 
us  believe,  but  against  “overgrown  military 
establishments,”  which,  to  use  bis  words, 
“under  any  form  of  government  are  In- 
ausplcicus  to  liberty  and  which  are  to  be 
regarded  as  particularly  hostile  to  republican 
liberty." 

EECX7EITT  LIES  IN  MCRE  FREEDOM,  NOT  LESS 

Rather  does  our  security  lie  In  more  de¬ 
mocracy,  not  less;  in  more  freedom  of  speech; 
more  freedom  from  want;  more  freedom  from 
fear;  more  freedom  of  religion,  which  will 
make  our  essential  Christianity  the  very  life 
not  only  in  our  own  country  but  throughout 
the  world.  To  accomplish  this  requires  self- 
discipline,  not  the  discipline  of  the  army 
camp;  the  rekindling  of  individual  con¬ 
science,  not  the  submergence  of  it;  complete 
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loyalty  to  God,  even  above  loyalty  to  the 
state.  These  virtues  are  not  taught  in  army 
camps. 

V7e  are  convinced  that  only  as  our  Nation 
turns  from  the  treacherous  path  of  military 
power  and  walks  firmly  in  this  path  of  free¬ 
dom  can  we  do  our  part  to  create  in  the 
world  that  mutual  trust  and  confidence 
which  are  essential  if  the  foundations  of  de¬ 
mocracy  are  to  be  securely  laid  in  other  lands, 
and  if  the  World  Organization  launched  at 
Ban  Francisco  is  to  maintain  peace.  Our 
prayer  is  that  you  and  all  those  in  public 
office  may  seek  and  find  wisdom  from  God, 
and,  in  the  words  of  Lincoln,  “that  this 
Nation  under  God  shall  have  a  new  birth  of 
freedom,  and  that  government  of  the  people, 
by  the  people,  and  for  the  people  shall  not 
perish  from  the  earth.” 


/ 
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DO  YOU  KNOW 

•  that  several  thousand  men,  whose  only  crime  was 
adherence  to  their  convictions  against  war  and 
conscription,  are  still  in  federal  prisons? 

•  that  thousands  of  conscientious  objectors  have 
lost  their  civil  rights  by  being  imprisoned? 

•  that  President  Truman  has  the  power  to  free 
these  prisoners  and  restore  civil  rights  by  a 
proclamation  of  amnesty? 


IF  YOU  BELIEVE  IN  FREEDOM  OF  CONSCIENCE 


You  will  support  the  demand  for  amnesty  for  these  politi¬ 
cal  prisoners  of  the  U.S.A.  The  questions  and  answers  below 
will  give  you  facts  and  ^uggestions  as  to  how  you  can  help. 


Q.  How  many  men,  imprisoned  under  the  Selective  Service 
Act,  would  be  affected  by  an  amnesty? 


A.  Of  the  14,000  Selective  Service  convictions  up  to  June  30, 
1945,  the  Department  of  Justice  recognizes  5,500  as  con¬ 
scientious  objectors,  including  4,000  Jehovah’s  Witnesses. 
Many  of  the  others  are  opposed  to  war  and  killing  without 
being  ofiEcially  recognized  as  war  objectors. 


Q.  Who  are  the  war  objectors? 

A.  War  objectors  are  men  who  refuse  to  participate  in  war  or 
conscription  for  moral  or  political  reasons  regardless  of 
the  personal  consequences.  The  Selective  Service  Act  pro¬ 
vided  a  separate  program  for  “conscientious  objectors  by 
reason  of  religious  training  and  belief.”  Many  men  went 
to  prison  because  the  authorities  would  not  admit  them  to 
be  “religious”  or  because  they  could  not  accept  the  control 


by  military  ofiScers  and  other  unjust  features  of  the  alterna¬ 
tive  service  program. 

Q.  Why  are  Jehovah’s  Witnesses  in  prison? 

A.  Most  members  of  this  sect  refused  military  or  alternative 
service  because  they  would  not  participate  in  the  war. 
They  claimed  their  evangelistic  activities  entitled  them  to 
exemption  as  ministers. 

Q.  What  were  the  sentences  of  Selective  Service  violators? 

A.  The  maximum  sentence  is  five  years  and  $10,000  fine. 
Prison  sentences  in  one  wartime  year  averaged  33.4  months 
for  Selective  Service  cases.  In  the  same  period,  the  average 
sentence  for  all  federal  offenses  was  26.8  months. 

Q.  Why  were  war  objectors  imprisoned? 

A.  Government  officials  considered  it  necessary  to  segregate 
and  punish  those  who  would  not  cooperate  in  the  war 
program. 

Q.  Did  they  have  fair  trials? 

A.  Claims  that  local  board  orders  were  illegtd  were  never 
permitted  in  defense.  A  recent  Supreme  Court  decision 
deplored  this  fact  and  defined  the  procedure  which  should 
have  been  applied.  This  miscarriage  of  justice  in  hundreds 
of  cases  can  now  be  rectified  only  by  amnesty. 

Q.  What  did  prison  mean? 

A.  The  men  who  went  to  prison  did  not  have  an  easy  time.  The 
isolation  from  friends  and  families,  the  regimented  atmos¬ 
phere  of  prison  institutions,  physical  brutality  in  a  number 
of  instances,  were  sufferings  whose  effect  is  seen  on  the 
personalities  of  those  who  have  been  released.  The  loss  of 
civil  rights  and  a  felony  record  constitute  severe  economic 
and  social  handicaps  in  many  instances. 


Q.  Why  should  they  be  released  now  that  hostilities  are  over? 

A.  The  government  can  no  longer  claim  to  be  advancing  the 
national  war  effort  by  detaining  them.  Further  detention 
of  these  political  prisoners  is  contrary  to  American  tradi¬ 
tions  of  democracy  and  freedom.  An  amnesty  proclamation 
would  admit  this  injustice  and  restore  freedom  and  civil 
rights. 

Q.  Will  not  these  men  be  released  in  the  normal  course  of 
events? 

A.  Thousands  of  men  are  in  prison  with  years  yet  to  serve. 
Although  they  have  been  subject  to  federal  parole  proce¬ 
dures,  these  have  been  applied  to  Selective  Service  cases 
with  extreme  limitations  on  type  of  work,  wages,  and  loca¬ 
tion  which  do  not  apply  to  other  federal  prisoners  and  which 
many  war  objectors  would  not  accept.  Even  the  more 
liberalized  paroles  recently  announced  for  one  group  will 
not  be  acceptable  to  many  men  because  of  continued  close 
supervision  and  personal  restrictions.  This  would  be  done 
away  with  by  an  amnesty. 

Q.  How  wiH  amnesty  benefit  men  who  have  already  completed 
their  sentences? 

A.  A  full  amnesty  would  restore  the  civil  rights  which  have 
been  lost  and  help  to  remove  the  prejudice  against  a  crim¬ 
inal  record. 

Q.  What  about  men  who  went  into  the  army  and  then  found 
they  could  not  conscientiously  comply  with  military  orders? 

A.  They  have  been  court-martialed  and  imprisoned.  Individual 
releases  are  up  to  the  War  Department,  but  the  entire  group 
should  be  included  in  a  full  presidential  amnesty. 

Q.  When  has  amnesty  been  granted  in  the  United  States? 

A.  1795  by  Washington,  after  the  Whiskey  Insurrection;  1800 
by  Adams,  to  participants  in  the  Pennsylvania  rebellion; 
1863  by  Lincoln,  to  secessionists;  1924  by  Coolidge,  to 
men  who  had  deserted  from  the  army  between  the  armistice 
and  the  legal  end  of  the  war ;  1933  by  Roosevelt,  to  political 
prisoners  of  World  War  I ;  1945  by  President  Truman,  to 
convicts  who  served  meritoriously  in  the  armed  forces. 


Q.  Where  has  amnesty  to  political  prisoners  been  granted 
recently?  — 

A.  Brazil,  Jugoslavia,  Bulgaria,  India,  Greece.  In  Japan,  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur  freed  over  a  million  political  prisoners  of 
the  last  fifteen  years.  These  included  political  opposition, 
peace  agitators,  and  saboteurs. 

Q.  Would  an  amnesty  be  possible  while  the  Selective  Service 
Act  is  still  in  force? 

A.  Yes.  The  continued  existence  of  the  law  is  no  legal  bar  to 
amnesty. 

Q.  What  can  be  done  by  those  interested  in  working  for 
amnesty? 

A.  Write  letters  to  the  President,  to  the  Attorney  General,  to 
your  Senators  and  Representatives,  to  local  newspaper 
editors  and  ministers.  Visit  as  many  of  them  as  possible. 
Join  with  others  in  your  region  to  form_  an  amnesty  com¬ 
mittee,  and  send  us  an  account  of  your  doings  for  the 
Amnesty  Bulletin.  An  active  group  in  Washington  has  been 
picketing  the  White  House  and  securing  wide  publicity  for 
amnesty. 
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